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LONDON, SEPTEMBER 27, 1884. 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Justice Currry, who took his seat in court for the first 


time as Vacation Judge on Wednesday last, disposed of a list of 
some thirty matters, besides ex parte applications. He rose shortly 
after 6 p.m. 





THE oRDER as to court fees, which we were enabled to print 
last week (ante, p. 782), and which is to come into operation 
on the 24th of October, has the effect of reducing the fees payable 
on appeals brought after that day from inferior courts. There are 
but three items in the order: the first and second are 10s. on filing, 
and £1 on hearing. The fee has hitherto been one of £2, payable 
whether a hearing took place or not. The third item is 10s. on 
drawing up"judgment, on which the fee in item 57 of the Order 
as to Supreme Court Fees, 1884, is £1. This reduction in favour 
of the suitor must be regarded as a “‘ small mercy,” to be followed, 
let us hope by larger ones. 





Tue urrecr of the other order we printed last week is described 
by an authority, to whom we appealed for information, as 
follows:—-‘ Under rule 44 (c.) of the Supreme Court Funds 
Rules, 1884, money lodged to a “security for costs account ” 
under rules 30 (c.) and 32 (¢.) of those rules, could only be 
paid out, without an order, on taxation of costs after the action 
had been finally disposed of. The new rule enables such money to 
be paid out, without regard to the question whether the action has 
been disposed of, on a simple certificate of a taxing officer, master, or 
chief clerk. The effect of this on the deposit of £5 on delivering 
interrogatories (which is money lodged as security for costs under 
rr. 30 (c.) and 32 (c.) of the Supreme Court Funds Rules, 1884) 
will be considerably to reduce the cost of obtaining payment out 
before the action is disposed of, and so partly to remedy the 
grievance recently complained of by a firm of solicitors in your 
columns, who said that it cost £5 13s. 6d. to pay £5 into court 
on delivering interrogatories and to get it paid out again.” 





Tue smvevLaR oversicnt in the Elections (Hours of Poll) 
Act of last session, to which we drew attention last week, has 
since attracted a good deal of observation. The extended hours of 
polling were tried, we believe for the first time, at a municipal 
election at Maidstone on Tuesday last, and Mr. Moncxror, the 
Town Clerk, writes to the Times to call attention to the fact that, 
whilst nearly double work is cast by the Legislature upon the 
presiding officers and poll clerks by the new Act, no provision 
whatever is made for an increased scale of remuneration. This 
does not, however, state the whole absurdity of the oversight as 
regards parliamentary elections, for, as we explained last week, the 
Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt and Illegal Practices) Act, 1888, 
Schedule I., Part II., which defines the ‘‘legal expenses” of a 
candidate ‘‘in addition to the expenses under Part I:,” provides 
that the sums paid to the returning officer for his charges shall be 
“not exceeding the amount authorized by the Act 38 & 39 Vict. e. 
84,” thus expressly disabling candidates from paying any larger 


sums. Unless some amendment. of the law is made there: 
will be a considerable injustice to presiding officers and poll clerks 
The experience of Maidstone shows | 
that about half the total number of votes were recorded during the 
extended hours, and the larger proportion of those between six | 


in case of a general election. 


P-m. and eight p.m. It may be expected, therefore, that in elec- 


will come on the presiding officers and poll clerks in the last two 
hours of the poll, after they have been subjected to no less than ten 





' than £200.” Has Lord Brawwett considered that the chief 
tions to which the new Act applies, the greatest strain of work | 


hours’ previous work. Careful, intelligent, and experienced men 
will be needed to stand such a strain; but if the remuneration 
remains at its present rate it will be difficult to find such men 
ready to undertake the task. The question should be immediately 
brought to the attentian of the authorities, and urgent represen- 
tations of the necessity for an amendment of the law should be 


made. 





THE DILIGENT stupENT of the Law Reports must often have been 
struck by the cautious reserve with which those authoritative 


records wrap up in diplomatic mystery the very points upon which 
the reader most eagerly desires information. For our we are 


thirsting to know what became of the unfortunate sheriff of Kent 
in the case of Harvey v. Harvey, a of which will be found 
in the September anather (L. R. 26 Ch. D. 644). A certain party, 
a defendant to the action, having been ordered by the court to 
deliver up to the plaintiff certain deeds and documents in his 
possession, and having neglected—and, indeed, contumaciously 
refused—to comply with the order, a writ of attachment was issued 
against him to punish his contempt of the court. This irreverent 
person not only proceeded to bar himself up within the domestic 
castle of his own house, but also humourously affected to take the 
sheriff’s officers who came to arrest him for thieves and robbers, or 
tramps, and intimated that he was armed with a revolver. They 
seem to have retired speedily, partly as not liking to face the 
revolver, and partly because they thought that they had no legal 
right to break open an outer door in order to execute a writ of 
attachment. Thereupon the plaintiff moved to commit the sheriff 
to prison for his contempt in neglecting to execute the court’s writ. 
Really, the case does look a little hard, to be called upon to fave 
loaded revolvers and to assume the responsibility of deciding moot 
points of law at a brief notice, knowing that, whatever your decision 
may be, you may, perhaps, be shot, and that, if you decide wrongly, 
you will either be prosecuted by the defendant or committed to 
prison by the court, as the case may require. Mr. Justice Carrry 
—the length of whose judgment shows that the point in question 
could not have been obvious to the clearest und ding—decided 
that the sheriff has power, and therefore is bound, to break ope 
an outer oor LT oree PYeéCute iT ‘ 
that the sheriff of Kent is in 
not expiating his offences 
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a diet ; 

merely gives the opinion of the court on the point of law, without 
saying anything about the order made on the motion; and we 
cannot conceal some painful anxiety as to the fate of (for such we 
suppose he is) the shrieval prisoner. 





Ir 1s amusine to find Lord Bramwett, the determined enemy of 
grandmotherly legislation, coming forward to contend that suitors 
ought to be protected against themselves; that ‘as litigants will 
not be wise for themselves, the State should be so for them”; and 
that the law ought to ‘‘ do them the kindness” to take away or re- 
strict the right of appeal in cases involving small amounts. He is 
“not by any means sure that it would not be better to have no 
appeal at all,” but he is willing to concede so much to the - 
sity of suitors as to allow a single appeal. He approves of the 
clauses of the Bill introduced by the Lord or last session 
to restrict appeals, by one of which, it will be remembered, it was 

rovided that, ‘‘ unless special leave to appeal shall be given, either 
y the court or judge who gave the judgment or made the order, 
or, upon an ex te application, by the Court of wes 
appeal shall lie from any judgment or order of the : 
. . + When the matter in dispute is of less amount or val 


d 


tical result of appeal by leave would be to add to the costs 
action the cost of two a ions for seare te sagen | We 
restriction be placed 
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certain classes of appeals—for instance, appeals from new trial 
orders, and on appeals on points of practice; and in the latter 
class of cases it is very reasonable that the court which hears the 
case should have the discretion to grant or refuse an appeal, and'to 
impose conditions. But in most cases it appears to us that the 
visions as to costs are a sufficient deterrent against frivolous 
and the opinion which the Master of the Rolls. has 
expressed, that the cases taken to the Court of Appeal are not 
frivolous, is proof of the correctness of this view. 





THe question of the admissibility in evidence in a subsequent 
criminal proceeding of depositions taken before a receiver of 
wrecks under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, appears to have 
been raised before the magistrates at Falmouth upon’ the ‘hearing 
of the charge of murder against certain of the sailors rescued from 
the wreck of The Mignonette. There can be no doubt that the 
depositions are evidence against the deponents, especially. as ‘their 
statements were voluntarily made. The question was formerly.a 
controverted one, so far as regarded cases in which self-criminating 
evidence has been given under compulsion. It has most frequently 
arisen in reference to examinations in bankruptcy proceedings, 
where the disclosures made by the debtor have been made the 
foundation of subsequent criminal proceedings against -him.: In 
. Reg. v. Sloggett (Dears. 656) it was held. that answers given by 
@ bankrupt without his claiming any privilege may be used: against 
him in any subsequent criminal proceeding. A similar decision 
was arrived at in Keg. v. Scott (1 D. & B. 56), where. a banktupt 
had objected to answer the questions, but his objections were over- 
ruled by the commissioner, and.the majority of the Court for Crown 
Cases Reserved held that his depositions,. having been‘ given. in 
answer to questions lawfully put to him, could be used in evidence 
egainst. him, Lord Campsett observing .that the maxim, Nemo 
. tenetur serpsum accusare, had been “‘ overruled by the Legislature,” 
while Corermer, J.; the dissentient judge, held’ that: tle-use 
for a different purpose of the answers given under. the compulsory 
statutory examination was a “‘fraud’”’ upon ‘‘common law” and 
the ‘principles of justice.” This case was followed in Reg. v. 
Rebinson (15 W.. R. 966, L. R. 1 C..C. R. 80), although 
Ketty, C.B.; expressed his regret that he was bound by 
it, saying that he could not but think that the decision 
in Reg. v. Scott ‘‘is at variance with the principle of: law 
that no..man is bound to criminate himself.” - The -latest 
and leading case on this subject is Reg...v. Coote (21 W: R. 
553, L. R. 4 P. C. 599), which was decided by the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council in 1873. A Provincial Statute 
had inted fire commissioners to investigate the origin of ‘fires 
oceurring‘in the cities of Quebec~and--Montreal,; and empowered 
them to compel the attendance of“witriesses, examine them on 
oath, and commit them to prison upon refusal, without just canse, 
to answer any questions. Upon an indictment for arson- the 
prosecuting counsel put in evidence a deposition made by the 
sei gal before the fire commissioners at Quebec, and it was 
by the Judicial Committee, reversing the decision of the 
Court of Queen’s Bench at Quebec, that the deposition was 
rightly admitted. Sir Rosrrr Corte laid down that “the 
depositions on oath of a witness legally taken are evidence 
against him should he be subsequently tried on a criminal charge, 
rr so much of them as consists of answers to questions to 
w he has objected as tending to criminate him, but which he 
has been properly compelled to answer. The exception depends 
upon the principle, Nemo tenetur seipsum accusare, but does not 
apply to answers given without objection, which are to be deemed 
voluntary “” In the Mignonette case there was apparently no 
question of compulsion, since the prisoners are stated to have gone 
voluntarily to the collector, and tendered their statements. The 
argument that the depositions were taken only for a special pur- 
pose under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, and that, therefore, 
their relevancy in subsequent criminal proceedings was confined to 
the prosecution of offences connected with the loss of the ship, 
seems to be irrelevant. In the analogous case of bankruptcy 
depositions, the answers given by a bankrupt would be admissible 
even where the subsequent prosecution relates to any offence 
which, though disclosed  binaree 4 of his examination, was wholly 
unconnected with his ban peer and the rule would seem to hay 
(aa equally wide application in shipping investigations. 





JURISDICTION OF TAXING MASTER TO) 
DISALLOW COSTS. OCCASIONED BY) 
NEGLIGENCE OF SOLICITOR. | 


Tue decision of the Court of Appeal in Jn re Massey and Carey~ 
(32 W. R. 1008) settles a point of considerable practical import © 
ance. There is some authority to show that taxing officers cannot, © 
in taxing as between solicitor and client, disallow costs occasioned | 
by the negligence of a solicitor. Thus, in Matchett v. Parker (9 ~ 
M. & W. 768), Parke, B.; said: ‘“‘The master certainly had no | 
authority to entertain the question of negligence ; that is a matter — 
for the decision of a jury.” ~ And, in The Papa de Rossie (27 W. BR. 





367, L. R: 3 P. D. 160),. it was held that it was not competent withi: 
for the registrar, in taxing a bill of costs between solicitor and rate f 
client, to enter into the question whether items of costs alleged to © a loce 
have been incurred by the negligence of the solicitor ought, on ford . 


that ground, to be-disallowed. Sir R.-Phillimore said that the Mm Ou 


proper course was for the client to bring his action against the nants 
solicitor for negligence. On the other hand, in Cliffe v. Prosser struct 
(2 Dowl. 21), it. appears to have been decided that the taxing ease ¢ 
master might disallow items of costs occasioned by the negligence of such 
a solicitor. And. the cases of In re Bolton (9 Beav. 272) and Re 1838 
Atkinson and Pilgrim (26 Beav. 151) are authorities to the same poor | 
effect with regard to the chancery taxing masters. agree 
In the recent case the Court of Appeal caused inquiries to be a chai 
mede of the taxing masters, both in the Chancery and Queen’s one-h 
Bench Divisions, as to what their practice was, and the result is his re 
stated by Cotton, L.J., as follows:—‘‘It appears that, in the was I 
Chancery Division, the taxing masters are somewhat more liberal all ra 
than they are in the Queen’s~Bench~ Division in entertaining Co: 
objections for negligence. - Probably at common law, if the objes- of co 
tion was that the whole action had failed through the negligence - lf th 
of the solicitor, that would be a proper question to be decided in an the le 
action. But, in both divisions, the taxing. masters are agreed that — for vi 
such an objection as this, that a particular step would not have phras 
been necessary if the action had been properly conducted, may be premi 
taken on taxation.” The court laid down the rule that the some 
taxing master has power to consider whether particular items a cov: 
in a bill of costs have been incurred in taking steps rendered ~ dutie: 
necessary by the neglect of the solicitor, and, if so, to disallow after 
them. the d 
It is to be observed that the learned. Lords Justices do not quite niust 
agree in the grounds they. give for this decision. Lord Justice ~ on th 
Cotton says that ‘‘the question here is not the sort of question — rates 
which would be tried in an action for negligence, but is simply a A ; 
question whether the client is to-be ‘charged with certain costs ~ able 
entirely occasioned by a slip made by the solicitor ;” while Lord pats f 


Justice Bowen bases his judgment on the ground that if the rule © 
were otherwise ‘‘a client who objected to an item as unneces 
would have to pay the charge, and then bring an action of negli- © 
gence, although the taxing master is the:person in the world best — 
qualified to decide upon, sucha point: » It seems to me that the © 
taxing master has the power to decide, and that he ought to decide, 
such questions without: prejudice to the right: of the solicitor to 
bring an action.” ‘Lord Justice Fry; on the other hand, decides on ~ 
the ground that the taxing master has» power to decide what 
items are proper, and to disallow those which are improper, and — 
that no item can be proper which is occasioned by the negligence 
of the solicitor., But however -différent may be the reasons — 
given, the rule itself is now clearly settled, that a taxing officer ~ 
may disallow particular items in a bill of costs which have beem 
occasioned by the negligence of the solicitor. 
The question remains undecided as to the course to be takenim — 
taxations between solicitor and client, where the whole action hat 
been rendered useless by the negligence of the solicitor. The 
chancery rule was that the taxing master had authority to find ~ 
that the work was wholly useless to the client, arf to disallow the 
whole of the items,(Re Olark, 1.De G. M. & G. 43), but ab F 
common law the taxing masters had not this power, at all events ~ 
when taxing as between solicitor and client (Heald v. Hall, 2 | 
Dow. 163). It rather seems, from the observations of Cotton andy) 
Bowen, L.JJ., in the recent case, that the common law rule z 
be Tye rule 7 disallo ong . costs, — pen 
party , occasion negligence is, of course, deo 
in R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, ne * (29). he 
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COVENANT TO PAY. TAXES, 
Il. aerate 


We continue the examination of the construction given by the 
courts to particular words used in covenants, which we commenced 
last week. 

Covenant to pay Parochial Taxes.—A covenant to pay parochial 
faxes and assessments will include the poor rate and also the county 
rate (Reg. v. Aylesbury, 9 Q. B. 261). Although this‘ latter rate 
is laid oa the whole county and for county purposes, the poor rate 
is the fund which raises it in the different parishes; and on the 
ground that it is raised by a parochial tax, the court held it to be 
within the term ‘‘parochial taxes” (see 9 Q. B., at p. 269). A 
rate for the improvement of a town, made by commissioners under 
a local Act, is not included in that term (Bedford Union v. Bed- 
ford Improvement Commissioners, 7 Ex. 777). 

Cuvenant to py Rates.— Where a landlord or tenant simply cove- 
nants to pay all rates, there would seem to be no difficulty of con- 
struction. A question was, however, raised in the recent Irish 
ease of Barcroft v. Welland (12 L. R. Ir. 35) as to the effect of 
such an agreement by a landlord.. The Insh Poor Relief Act, 
1838 (1 & 2 Vict. c. 56, s. 74), enables a tenant to deduct half the 
poor rate from his rent, and it was contended that the landlord’s 
agreement to pay all rates did not extend to rates.-which were only 
acharge on the tenant in respect of his occupation—such as the 
one-half of the poor rate which the tenant could not deduct from 
his rent. This seems to be a very far-fetched contention, and it 
was rejected by the court, who held that “all rates” really meant 
all rates, and therefore included the whole of the poor rate. 

Considerable difficulty has, however, arisen in the construction 
of covenants to pay rates charged upon the demised premises. 
lf this phrase does not include rates which are merely imposed on 
the lessee in respect of his occupation, it will be of little avail, 
for very few rates are a charge on the land. It seems that the 
phrase only covers rates which are an actual charge on the demised 
premises, but the inconvenience of this construction has led to 
some odd decisions. In Hurst v. Hurst (4 Ex..571), for instance, 
a covenant by a tenant to pay all taxes, charges, rates, dues, and 
duties whatsoever, which then were, or should at any time there- 
after during the demise be taxed, charged, assessed, or imposed on 
the demised premises, was construed as meaning that the tenant 
niust pay all rates whatever then imposed ‘either on the land or 
on the tenant in respect of his occupation, but only such future 
rates as might be imposed on the land itself. 

A curious question has recently arisen as to when a rate is pay- 
able “in respect of” premises. In Direct Spanish Telegraph Com- 
pany v. Shepherd (82 W. R. 717) the facts were that a landlord, 
who had-let. some rooms, covenanted to pay all rates and taxes 
chargeable in respect of the demised premises, and the. question 
Was raised whether these words included a water rate. The court 
held that they did, and the reasons for the decision given 
by one of the learned judges appear to be noteworthy. Mr. 
Jastice Hawkins said that the water rate being, by section 68 of 
the Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847, to be paid by the person 
Tequiring the supply of water, and to be Beat ye a to the 
annual value of the tenement supplied with water, was, therefore, 
chargeable in respect of the premises. It was not necessary to show 
that the rate was chargeable on the premises. According to this 
doctrine, the poor rate would be a rate chargeable in respect of the 
demised premises. Mr. Justice A. L. Smith based his decision on 
a different ground—viz., ‘that, if a man occupies a house and 
does not take a drop of water out of the pipes, he would never- 
theless be liable to pay the water rate, unless he gave notice to the 
water company that he did not want the water.” 

_ At is hardly necessary to say that none of the words we have 
hitherto considered will include an extraordinary charge for drain- 
age or paving works, which is not in the nature of rates or taxes 
wy payable, but a payment to be made once for all. 
re we proceed to the most difficult part of our subject—the 
consideration of the expressions which have been held «to include 
these extraordinary charges—it may be well to state the general 
Rictiny « on which the decisions, which are often described as con- 
ang and embarrassing, are all based. It is this :—Where the 
Legislature Las imposed such a duty or charge’as we haye 
ton the owner of premises, there must be words in the covenant of 


wees —— eames 













eaning periodical Thus, 
Tidswell vy. Whitworth (15 W: RB. 427, L. R. 2C. P. 326), Keat- 
ing, J., said:—‘ The word on whi reliance has been placed to 
fix that extraordinary obli on the tenant is ‘ impositions, 
which, it is said, is a word of such a large and extensive meaning- 
as to include such a charge as this. Looking to the words with 
which it is associated in this covenant, it seems to me that that 
word is not to be taken in the widest sense of which it is suscep- 
tible, but that it must be limited to impositions in the nature of 


rates or assessments.”’ 


Covenant to pay Assessments and Impositions.—Of the words 
commonly mail or as including extraordinary charges the least 
effectual are ‘assessments and impositions.” It seems, indeed, 
that, although they are coupled with the words “taxes” and 
“rates,” they will, in the case of a covenant by a tenant, include 
a duty or money payment imposed om the tenant by Act of Par- 
liament (see the judgment of Willes, J., in Tidswell v. Whitworth, 
L. R. 2 ©. P., at p. 386); the opinion of Jessel, M.R., in Allum 
vy. Dickenson (L. R. 9 Q. B. D., at p. 635), seems, however, to be 
opposed to this view. But it is clearly settled that the words 
‘assessments and impositions,” especially when coupled with the 
words ‘‘ in respect of the demised premises,” will not, in the case of a 
covenant by a tenant, include the expenses of the performance of 
a duty imposed on the landlord, or sums payable by a landlord for 
works done by a local authority on his. default to do works im- 
posed on him by Act of Parliament. Thus, in Tidswell v. Whit- 
worth (ubi supra), a tenant covenanted to pay all taxes, rates, 
assessments, and impositions whatsoever, which, during the term, 
should become payable in respect of the demised premises, and it 
was held that these words did not include a sum payable by the, 
landlord for paving, &c., done by a local authority: on his default 
the duty to do such paving being imposed by a local Act on the 
landlord. The payment, said Bovill, C.J., “is in the nature of a 
penalty for the non-performance by the landlord of a duty which, 
by the express words of. the statute, is cast upon him; the re- 
course to the occupier of the premises being given merély as a 
more convenient mode-of enforcing payment~ by -the “landlord.” 
And Willes, J., added (p. $37), that “under the Metropolis Local 
Management Act (18 & 19 Vict. c. 120), the remedy is not «givén 
directly against the landlord, but only through ‘the tenant, 
whereas, here, not only is the duty im upon the landlord, 
but it is a direct obligation upon him. tenant is resorted to 
only by way of additional security, in case the landlord fails to 
perform the work, orto pay the sum assessed for his default. By 
the machinery of this Act the tenant is not, properly speaking, 
assessed ‘in respect of the premises,’ but in respect of the landlord’s 
having neglected to perform _his ~~ So also, in Allum v. 
Dickenson (30 W. R. 930, L. R. 9 Q. B.D. 682), it -was held that a 
covenant by a tenant to pay the sewers and main drainage rate, tithe 
rent-charges, Board of Health, Metropolitan, and other district 
rates and assessments taxed, rated, charged, assessed, or imposed on 
the demised premises, or upon or payable by the ier or tenant 
in respect thereof, did not include a like charge on the landlord for 
paving. ‘The payment,” said Jessel, M-R., ‘‘is imposed on the 
owner in respect of the premises. It is a personal charge on the 
owner, which may be enforced on his premises. . It. may be 
recovered either from the owner or occupier; it is a charge on the 
owner with a remedy against the occupier.” In the recent case of 
Wilkinson v. Oollyer (832 W: R. 614), a covenant to pay all rates, 
taxes, and assessments, payable in respect of the demised premises, 
was held not to include a sum charged upon and paid by the land- 
lord for a proportionate part of street-paving expenses under the 
Metropolis Neteiaanl Acts. 

We have not discovered any case aR grag words, ‘‘ assess- 
ments”? or ‘ impositions,” unaccompanied by more specific words, 
have been held, in a covenant by a tenant, to include extraordinary 
charges im by the Legislature on the landlord. In Payne v. 
Burridge (12 M. & W. 727), Pollock, C.B., no doubt (p. 729) 
describes the cost of paving footways, under a local Act which 
provided that it should be primarily payable by the tenant, who 


referred | might deduct it from his rent, as ‘‘an assessment or payment,” 


but neither of the other judges rested their decision on this 
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= 
ground, and it is to be observed that the tenant’s covenant in that 
case contained the word ‘‘ duties,” which, as we shall hereafter 
see, is amply sufficient to support the decision. 








CASES BEFORE THE VACATION JUDGE. 


Aprgat rrom Summary Orper or Macistrates—Pouice Courts Act, 
1890 (2 & 3 Vicr. c. 71), ss. 40, 50.—Im the case of Miller v. Kemp, 
before Chitty, J., sitting as Vacation Judge, on the 24th inst., a motion 
was made by the defendant for an order nisi for a mandamus to a police 
magistrate to permit the defendant to enter into recognizances to prose- 
cute an at quarter sessions from an order made on September 11 
last by the magistrate, directing the defendant to deliver up to the plain- 
tiff certain pawnbroker’s duplicates stated to be unlawfully detained, 
with 25s. costs, or in default the value thereof, £6 12s., with costs. It 
appeared that, by the Police Courts Act, 1839 (2&3 Vict. c. 71), s. 40, 
power is given to the magistrate to order delivery up of goods not ex- 
ceeding £15 in value unlawfully detained. By section 50 it is enacted that, 
in every case of summary order made by a istrate in which the sum 
or penalty to be paid shall be more than £3, the person who is aggrieved 
by the order may apply at the next quarter sessions, provided that such 

at the time of such order or conviction, or within forty-eight 
s thereafter, shall enter {into recognizances with two sufficient sure- 

ties 'y to appear at the sessions to try such appeal, and to 

such costs as shall be awarded by the justices. The defendant stated that 
he informed the magistrate of his wish to appeal from the order, but the 
pon declined to allow him to enter into the necessary recognizances, 

subsequently suggested that the defendant had his remedy by man- 
damus. It was contended by the defendant that the order made against 
him was practically an order for the payment of £6 12s., and that he was 
therefore entitled, under section 50 of the Act, to appeal to quarter ses- 
sions from the order. It appeared that the rule would be argued before 
the Divisional Court. Currry, J., said that the defendant might take a 
rule.—CounsgL, Burn. 





Practice—Discuarce or Recerven—Summons rn Cuampers, —In the 
case of Kemble v. Trower, also before Chitty, J., on the 24th inst., being 
an administration action, the defendant, in person, moved for the discharge 
of the plaintiff as receiver. The plaintiff took the objection that the 
defendant having recently taken out a summons in chambers with a like 
object, the vacation chief clerk declined to make an order on the ground 
that the matter was not properly vacation business, inasmuch as it was 
impossible that the receiver could receive anything during the vacation. 
The summons was dismi . Currry, J., said that the summons in 
chambers was not a right mode of procedure, and any order made thereon 
was valueless. His lordship, having heard the motion, made an order dis- 
charging the receiver.—CounsEL, Bramwell Davis. 





Inzuncrion—Deramatic Prerrormance — KnowLepce—Lacues.—In the 
case of Bruce vy. Morton, also before Chitty, J., on the 24th inst., a motion 
was made by the plaintiffs, Mr. Edgar Bruce, Mr. F. J. Fargus, and Mr. 
J. W. Comyns Carr, the proprietors of the play Called Back, as acted at 
the Prince’s Theatre, and of which play the two last-named plaintiffs are 
the joint ors, for an interim injunction restraining the defendant, Miss 
Maggie , until the trial of the action, from orming or repre- 
senting a drama or play named Called Back, or any drama or play under 
that title, or ay other title, and from advertising or otherwise represent- 
ing that the said drama or play was the defendant’s property. It appeared 
that for some time past the defendant had been performing in the pro- 
vinees a play named Called Back, stated to have been adapted or dramatized 
| aca m Tamplin from the novel of that name, of which Mr. 

argus is the author, under the name of ‘‘ Hugh Conway.” The plain- 
tiffs" contention was that the defendant’s play was borrowed from a play 
of which they were the authors. This the defendant denied, stating that 
both were obtained from the novel as a common source, and that 
her » with the exception of the last act, was in manuscript before its 
author could, by any ibility, have witnessed the plaintiffs’ play. It was 
stated that there had been at least nine different dramatizations of the novel 
“Called Back.”” The defendant produced evidence to show that the plain- 
tiffe had, at least as early as the middle of July last, notice of the perform- 
ances complained of, and by way of preliminary objection submitted that 
they were not entitled to any interim injunction, as they had delayed taking 

gs until the end of August or beginning of the present month. 

, J-, who, during the course of the hearing, observed that it was of 
importance that persons wishing to restrain dramatic performances 

move with the greatest promptitude, said that the rule was well 
settled that any person who asked for an interlocu injunction must 
move at the very earliest opportunity. The defendant’s statement as to 
ee eee having knowledge in July of the acts now complained of 
for t purposes uncontradicted. In his lordship’s opinion the 

8 evidence, as made for the p of meeting the motion, 
Satmiegemens wopnicis. Ths pleletil hed Seid thet toon emake me te 
promp’ uiries. P iffs id that they ought not to 

be driven to make inquiries, but were entitled to assume that the was 
pods ro eer ae “pg It certainly was true that the plaintiffs in so 
assuming be acting rightly and in accordance with Tegal principle, 
but the evidence for the purposes of the motion showed that in July the 
plaintafis had some kind of suspicion of the contrary. Therefore, without 


no case for the cular relief claimed. By way of 
of delay, it was unlikely that any interlocu injunction would be 
gran inasmuch as so difficult a question as that involved in the case 
before the court, depending as it on a minute examination of the 
novel and its dramatizations, could scarcely be tried on a summary pro- 
ceeding like a motion, but would be better dealt with at the trial of the 
action. There would, therefore, be no order, except costs to be costs in 
the action. The defendant gave an undertaking with respect to certain 
statements in the placards which she stated had been made per incuriam. 
—CounseL, Warmington, Q.C., and Seddon ; Hemming, Q.C., and Morshcad, 
—Soxicrrors, Lewis ¢ Lewis; Lindo § Co. 








COUNTY COURTS. 


HUDDERSFIELD BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
(Before Judge SNaGGE.) 


June 27.—Re Bowes and Silverwood, Ex-parte Moorhouse. 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, sch. 2, s. 4. 


A creditor who claims upon both joint and separate estates must 
make separate proofs on each estate. 


instead of particulars. 

This was a motion by the trustees to reject the proof and claim of 
Nathan Moorhouse. An affidavit of proof of debt had been made by 
Nathan Moorhouse, but there were no particulars attached to the proof. 
The creditor also claimed to rank upon the separate estate as a joint and 
several creditor. This was a motion requiring that the creditor should 
bring in a proof upon the separate estate if he claimed to rank upon it, 
and to expunge the proof which had been made, on the ground that no 
particulars had been attached. 

8. Learoyd, on behalf of the trustee, made the epaitention. 

R. Meller, for the creditor, opposed, and contended that he had puta 
copy of the note with the proof, and this was sufficient. 

is Honour held that he should require strict compliance with the 
rules, which required an account with particulars to be delivered, and 
that the proof must be expunged, the creditor being at liberty to tender 
a fresh proof, and that, with reference to the claim upon the separate 
estate, a proof must be made, as each case must be administered inde- 
pendently, and each file be complete as to the proofs upon it. 

Order accordingly ; costs reserved. 








THE RIGHT TO APPEAL. 


Lorp BramweE.t has addressed a letter to the Times on the desirability of 
limiting appeals, in which he says :—‘‘ My objection is not that difficult 
questions do not arise when the dispute is fora small amount. They do 
as much as when it is for a large one. Nor do I say that such appeals 
are vexatious, except in so far as the amount is so small as to make them 
so. My objection is that such appeals ‘‘do not pay,’’ that prudent liti- 
gants should agree to do without them, and that as litigants will not be 
wise for themselves the State should be for them. Suppose one man 
honestly believes that another owes him £20, and suppose the other 
as honestly believes he does not. What is to bedone? They will not 
toss up to settle, for each would feel that that would be giving up the 
advantage of being in the right. They must get it settled for them by a 
court of law or an arbitrator. Would they not show good sense and good 
temper by agreeing that the first should be the final decision? This must 
be arranged before any decision is pronounced. For the oné against whom it 
is pronounced, if he gave up his right to appeal, would do so without any 
return, besides nom — ~~~ aoe incurred, increasing the 
temptation to appeal. It may sai itigants can so agree now, 
That is true, but they do not. Litigants are in a state of quarrel, and 


do not Each is satisfied that what the one pro is for the dis- 
— of the other. The result is that the law should do them this 
dness. 


‘* A word or two on the history of the matter. By the law thirty-five 
years ago appeals at common law—that is, the’ law that dealt mainly 
with commercial cases and wrongs—were limited to writs of error for 


errors a) t on the record, new trials, for mistake of judge or jury— 
the a being only to the court where the case was—and a from 
the j at chambers to his court. By the Common Law Procedure Act, 


qunsats $e a. Const ot Ameen) seve. nutoenees cases, and from 
e granting ‘ g of new trials on of law. This was 
quite right. The Court of Appeal was the Exchequer Chamber. Its 
sittings were less than eight weeks in a year. As one division of the 
Court of Appeal now gives the whole of its time to common law a 
it will be seen how they must have increased. That arose in way. 
When the Judicature Acts it became necessary to make rules 
applicable to the common law cases and also to the equity cases. In 
equity everything had been le, with some reason or justification, 
because the dispute was ge 'y for a large amount. Equity had none 





of the trumpery cases which went to the common law courts. There wae 


Sept. 27, 1884. 
deciding anything as to the merits of the case, he must hold that the 
consolation to the plaintiffs he would add that, apart from any question — 


It is not sufficient to give a copy of a promissory note with the proof, 
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a committee of judges to frame the rules, of whom the late Master of the 
Rolls was the head. He brought his equity practice to bear on the matter, 
and being, I will only say, a very strong man, had his way, and so appeals 
were allowed in common law cases, con to the old practice, and where 
the amount in dispute did not justify them. A right of appeal does not 
exist in the nature of things. It is not a natural right. I am by no 
means sure that it would not be better to have no appeal atall. But, 
supposing that one appeal should be allowed, it cannot be said that it 
must be right to have two or three. Now, the Chancellor’s Bill did not 
refuse a first appeal, even in small matters. 

‘‘T cannot but think that the judges were right in recommending a 
limitation of the power of appeal in such small matters. It would be a 
mercy to the suitors and remove a scandal from the law.” 








OBITUARY. 


JUDGE MOTTERAM, Q.C. 


Mr. James Motteram, Q.C., judge of county courts, died at his 
residence, Maney House, Sutton ldfield, on the 19th inst. The 
deceased judge was the son of Mr. Charles Motteram, of Edgbaston. He 
was born in 1817, and he was educated at the Solihull Grammar School. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1837, and he practised for over ten years at 
Birmingham. He was at first associated in ership with . John 
Richards, and next with Mr. Thomas Knowles, after which he became 


* the head of the firm of Motteram, Knight, & Emmett, his partners being 


Mr. Finlay Knight (now of the Chancery and Bankruptcy bar), and Mr. 
George Nelson Emmett, who represented the firm in London. He had a 
large business in the district bankruptcy court, being a most able advo- 
cate, both as a speaker and as a cross-examiner. He afterwards entered at 
the Middle Temple, where he was called to the bar in Michaelmas Term, 
1851. He joined the Oxford Circuit and Staffordshire Sessions, and a few 
years later he settled once more at Birmingham, where he long carried on 
an extensive local practice, especially in the county courts and in bank- 
ruptcy. In 1875 he received a silk gown from Lord Cairns, and he soon 
obtained a share in the leading business of his circuit, but in the followin 

year, on the death of Mr. He William Cole, Q.C., he was appointe 

judge of county courts for Circuit No. 21, comprising the large district of 
Birmingham, as well as the courts at Tamworth and Atherstone. The 
appointment was very popular in the district, and he soon proved himself 
a most efficient judge in all the branches of law which he had to admin- 
ister. The industry, says a local Paper, with which he prevented the 
accumulation of arrears in his court, the just ter of his demeanour 
towards classes of men who preyed upon their humbler neighbours, and 
the fidelity with which he protected unfortunate defendants from any- 
thing savouring of legal persecution, will be long remembered as salient 
features in his administration of the Birmingham County Court. Judge 
Motteram was a member of the Standing Committee of Judges for framing 
County Court Rules. He was also a bencher of the Middle Temple, and a 
magistrate for Staffordshire and Warwickshire. He is understood to have 
advised Mr. Chamberlain in the drafting of the Bankruptcy Act of last 
year, especially as to the scheme for granting administration orders. 
Judge Motteram had been for several months in bad health, and one of his 
eyes had been extracted by a painful operation. For some time his duties 
were performed by deputy, but he held a court at Birmingham as recently 
as the 26th ult. e was buried at Edgbaston on the 24th inst. At the 
meeting of the Social Science Con at Birmingham on the 19th inst., 
Mr. Dugdale, Q.C., the recorder of the borough, president of the Repres- 
sion of Crime Section, alluded to the public loss which had been sus- 
tained by the death of Judge Motteram, who had long been an active and 
valued member of that body, and a vote of sympathy with his widow and 
family was agreed to. Reference was also made to his death by the 
stipendi magistrate and the boro coroner, and at several of the 
petty sessional courts in the district, the various solicitors present con- 
curring in their testimony to Judge Motteram’s high judicial qualities 
— the kindness and courtesy which they had always experienced at his 

ands. 





MR, JOHN GURNEY HAWKINS. 


Mr. John Gurney Hawkins, solicitor, died at The Grange, Hitchin, on the 
19th inst. Mr. Hawkins was the son of the late Mr. John Hawkins, solici- 
tor, of Hitchin, his mother having been the daughter of the late Mr. Theed 
Pearse, of Bedford, and he was the younger brother of Mr. Justice 
Hawkins. He was born in 1820, and was admitted a solicitor in 1844. 
He soon afterwards went into ership with his father, to whom he 
had been articled, and with his uncle, the late Mr. William Hawkins. 
After becoming the head of the firm, he was associated in partnership with 
Mr, Edward Barber Lindsell, but he retired from practice a year or two 
ago. Mr. Hawkins had a large private business, and was clerk to the county 
magistrates at Hitchin, which office he continued to hold till his death, 
although for the past two years he had been unable to attend 
to sontens oo ay was, be vee ye esteemed in his 
ne i e was a singularly genial and kindly man, ver 

erous to the poor, and liberal in his donations to charitable p= Rng 

© was @ perpetual commissioner for Hertfordshire, and a commissioner 

for affidavits. He was one of the trustees for the Hitchin Charities, and 
of the Hitchin Savings’ Bank, was one of the governors of the 


Infirmary, and succeeded his father in the treasurership of the 
Friendly Institution, in the management of which he took a deep interest. 





MR. EDWARD STILLINGFLEET CAYLEY. 


Mr. Edward Stillingfleet pottetes. Sed sh lie ener 
Wydale, Yorkshire, on the 10th Mr. Cayley the eldest son 
Mr. Edward Stillin Cayley, M.P. for the N, Riding of Y 
He was born in 1824, and he was educated at Eton, and at 


College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 

Trinity Term, 1851, but he had for several years ceased to . Mr. 
Cayley was the author of ‘‘A History of the volutions of 
1848,” and he had also written much on subjects. At the 
general election he ey ae the North of York- 
shire as an independent in the tenant farmers’ interest, but 
more recently he had given his support to the ative party. He 


was a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for the North Riding. 
the time of his death he was the senior justice for the Scarboro 
Division. Mr. Cayley was married in 1872 to the second daughter of 


Mr. Ambrose Awdry, of Wiltshire, but he leaves no family. He 
was buried at Brompton, near , on the 13th inst. 





a 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Bernarp Harrrexp, solicitor, of Southampton and Lymington, has 
been elected Solicitor to the Southampton Harbour Board, in succession 
to Mr. William Hickman, deceased. Mr. Harfield is the son of Mr. 
Robert Harfield, coroner for the Southampton Division of Hampshire. 
He was admitted a solicitor in 1879, and he is in ip with his 
father. He is under-sheriff of Southampton for the present year, and 
deputy-coroner for the Southampton Division. 


Mr. Curistopuer Joun Lowsgs, solicitor, of 14, Walbrook, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature. 











LEGAL NEWS. 


bd does to say that the Albany Law Journal deals with the recent 
Royal Warrant as to the style and ce of county court <> 
the followin; Sat manner :—‘‘ We feel relieved. We have 
the cause of that earthquake the other day. It was the ‘sensation’ 
created by her majesty the queen’s proclamation, ‘that in all times 
hereafter the judges of county courts in En and Wales shall 
be called, known, and addressed by the style and title of “‘ His H “J 

refixed to the word ‘‘Judge’’ before their respective names, ard 

ve ‘‘ Rank and Precedence next after Knights Bachelors.’’’ We 
Henry, Duke of Norfolk, will see to this at once, as the queen comman 
him.” 


E 


Tn an action brought in the City of London Court, on Tucsday, by James 
Albert Coates, an officer of the S of Surrey, to recover levy fee and 
five days’ possession money, against the defendants, Messrs. Hatchett- 
Jones & Letcher, solicitors, an important question was involved as to 
the liability of solicitors to pay such charges, The ogge ob case was 
that he was in possession of the property of an execution debtor, named 
Charles Meek, at the suit of one warts, in an action in the Lord 
Mayor’s Court on the 22nd of April last, when the defendants ordered 
him to do nothing further. Th he claimed his charges, on the 
ground that he had done all he was bound to do to entitle him to them, 
there were plenty of goods on the premises to have satisfied the judgment 
and ex if the execution had been carried out. His Honour, in 
giving judgment, said that where, as in this instance, there were plenty 
of goods, and the execution after ha been a pat became 
abortive by act of the parties, he was of opinion the solicitor 
was liable ; and he should find for the plaintiff. 


At the Central Criminal Court on 


last Samuel H. Barrow 


solicitor, was indicted for fo certificates for In July last 
it was alleged that the prisoner, in the name of Mr. 8. Fowler, solicitar, 
Dowgate-hill, fo several certificates for - These certificates 


were delivered at the Foreign Office, and upon two passports were 
issued, one in the name of George Borman and the other in the name of 


said they were not 
name of Carlton 
made, with the result that no such could be found. Mr. Fowler 
wa coon, and be dauiall all hmasidlins ofthe cations made 

name. The other two persons could not be at the address 
but a Mr. George Borman, of the Creditors’ Protection 


street, Borough, had been seen, and he had never made such an applica- 
tion. Mr. Poland, in opening the case for the prosecution, said that he 
could suggest no honest p for which passports in false names could 


be required, and, at all events, if it was the 
that way, it memes d gaintes cobsnttted 


s 
> 
é 


forgery at common law must be with intent to defraud. In this case no 
was Nas oe Capea apt defend i that he cr Fog 
the cienc case ; would con- 
salt with Mr. Justi Hawias wpon the On returning into court, 
his lordship said Mr. Justice agreed with him in the matter. 
The matter was undoubtedly a very serious one, because, if the practice 
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should become general, foreign Governments might have very serious 
ands of complaint against our Foreign Office as to their want of care 
passports. The jury found the prisoner guilty. Mr. Poland 
said that no doubt these passports were obtained for the purpose of 
being sold to persons who were unable themselves, for some reason or 
other, to obtain them. Hence they were able to obtain the protection of 
British subjects which they would not otherwise be entitled to. Ten years 
ago prisoner was doing the same thing, and at that time the police were 
instructed to make inquiries at the office of the prisoner in Leadenhall- 
street ; but it was then found that the prisoner had no office at the address 
mentioned, and had only arranged with the housekeeper to take in his 
letters for him. The Recorder said it was a — prosecution, as the 
ice was a very mischievous one, and might lead to improper persons 
obtaining the protection they were not entitled to. The prisoner would 
be sentenced to two months’ imprisonment. 








Subscriptions are invited for 4,000 shares of £5 each and £20,000 Five 

r cent. Permanent Debenture Stock of the ‘‘ Plymouth Pier Company 

Limited).”” The pier was op2ned in May last, and has, it is stated, been 

@ great financial success. The lists of applications for shares and deben- 

ture stock will close on Saturday, the 27th inst., for London, and on 
Monday, the 29th inst., for country applications. 





COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jorst Stock GompPantigs. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Crown MERTHYR STEAM NAVIGATION COLLIERIES, Lrw1TED. —By an order made 
by Wills, J.. dated Sept 3, it was ordered that the collieries be wound up. Kerly 
on Co, Gt Winchester st, solicitors for the petitioner 

UnNIon ELECTRIC LIGHT AND PowER COMPANY, LIMITED.—Petition for windin up, 
presented Sept 12. directed to be heard before Pearson, J., on Oct 25. ebb 
and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the petitioners 

[ Gazette, Seat. 19.) 

EMPIRE THEATRE, LIMITED. ee for winding up, presented Sept 22. 
to be heard before Chitty, J., on Oct 25. Bolton and Mote, Gray’ s inn sq, 
solicitors for the petitioners 

HovusE IMPROVEMENT AND SuPPLY AssocraTiIon, LimiTEeED.—Wills, J., has, by an 
order dated ae 10, appointed Edward Hobbs, 11, Old Jewry chmbrs, to be 


official 
eed IW ASSOCIATION, LIMITED.— Wills, has fixed Friday, Sept 
26 at 11, at the oe of Season, J., for the igi of an official liqui- 


eareons map ape Oni CHAPMAN, LImITED.— Wills, J.. has, by an order dated Aug 
27, a) ted Howard Forester Knight, Devonshire chmbrs, Bishopsgate st 
Without, to be official liquidator 

(Gazette, Sept. 23.] 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY 
BrisToL aND NorTH SoMERSET RAILWAY CoMPANY.—Petition for continuing the 
Spey a winding up, presented Sept 12, directed to be heard before Pearson, 
, on Oct 25. Webb and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for = eee) 
pt. 1 
Norra anp SoutrH Wootwich Sunway ComPany.—Wills, J., has, by an order 
dated Sept 2, appointed Charles Samuel Cornish Watkins, "46, Geom Victoria 
st, to be Pfficial iquidator 
[ Gazette, Sept, 23.) 


CoUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CHESHIRE WOOLLEN Mitts Company, LuowiTeD.—By an order made by the Vice 
Chancellor, dated Sept 9, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Field 
and Weightman, Liverpool, solicitors for the petitioners 

[ Gazette, Sept 19.1 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





BIRTHS. 
Deguneeen-— Ane. 1 han Orange Grove, Singapore, the wife of A. L. Donaldson, 


Howanrp.—Sept. 12, at Beckenham Lodge, Beckenham, the wife of Henry Blunt 
Bef , barrister-at-law, of a son. 

PasMoRE.—Sept 23, at Larkbeare, eee vent, Streatham-hill, Emily, wife of 
Pasmore, solicitor, of a daughter. 





RRIAGES. 
. 17, at Putney, Surrey, Mon e Shearman, M.A., 
, barrister-at-law, to Mary Louise Long, daughter of the 


late Job Long, of York. U 
TaYLoR—HENRY. —Sept. 15, at St. Joseph’s Retreat, Highgate, Henry Alfred 
Taylor, atne, 0 Nannie, widow of the late James Henry, .M.D., Staff- 


DEATH. 
GuyyiIne.—f 14. at Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Thomas Wyatt Gunning, barris- 
ter-at-law, of 52, Tavistock-square, W.C. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
Fray, Bept, 19, 19, 166 1884. 


fzcmrvine 
Bamforth, John Francis, and H. Feumntox th, Weston Melton, York- 
shire, Farmers. Sheffield. pee "Exam 9at 11.00". 
Barnett, John, Bhortlonia Kent y = “pet Bept 1 6. Ord Sept 16. 


Oct 10 
"Sin Cardiff, onger. Cardiff. PetSepti3. Ord Sept 13. Exam 








Craven, Dan, aay Eavtaition, Mill Overlooker, Dewsbury. Pet Sept 15. Ord 


re 15. Exam 1 
Jand, Cheshire, out of business. Nantwich and Crewe. Pet 
Bept i Ord Be — Taylo 1 °Shippentsen Witshire, Canal Trad Bath 
er, James, — ‘aylor, ip ‘a ers. th. 
et 5 oom 6. Ord Sept 1 mae Oo at 11 
lfred. Geichaan @ Agent. Pas Court. Pet Aug 12. 
Ord Se Sept 16. Exam 30 at 11 ys 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ed lem, rdshire,Grocer. Hanle pon: and Tunstall. 
Pet Se pt 15. On Sept 15. Exam Oct me at 12 at ‘Townhall, Hanl 
7, John Augustus, Stokenchurch, Oxf Gent. pon = Pet Sept 
Ord-Sept 15. Exam Oct 8 at 12 at Count hall lesbury 
anal Ww Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Late eeper. Dewsbury. Pet 
Sept 15. Ord Sept 15. Exam Oct 21 
os York, Linen Draper. York. Pet Sept 16. Ord Sept 16. Exam 


3 
Hall, Robert ing wy Nottingham, Carter. Nottingham. Pet Sept 17. Ord 
Sept 17. Exam Oct 2 
. Sunderland. Pet Sept17. Ord 


Hart, Stephen, ae HO Li d Victuall 
Sep 1617. Exam Oct 2 at 2.30 

as "Eeoah, Oldbury, Publican. Oldbury. Pet Sept 15. Ord Sept 15. Exam 

ict 

uae, Joseph. Rotherhite, Surrey, Carman. High Court. Ord under s. 103. 
Ord Sept 15. Exam Oct 30 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Kent, Thomas Henry, and William Charles Kent, ee on Thames, Builders. 
Kingston. Pet Sept 10. Ord Sent 11. Exam Oct 17 at 3 

Kilham bert Pearcey, Ecclestield, Yorkshire, Tobacconist. Sheffield. Pet 

Sept 15. Ord Sept 15. Exam Oct 9 at 11.30 

MacLean, Arthur De-la-Rue, Whitley, Northumberland, Seocat's Outfitter. 
Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Sept 16. ‘Ond Sept 16. Exam Sept 

McKinnell, William, and David Gibson, Middlesborough, Ty orkshire, Ale Mer- 
chants. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough. Pet Sept 16. Ord Sept 16. 
Exam Sept 26 at 11 at County Court, Stockton on Tees 

Madocks, John, er ee rewer. East Stonehouse. PetSept 15. Ord Sept 
15, Exam Sept 29 at 

Measures, Edward Huntingdon, Plumber. Peterborough. Pet Septi15. Ord 
Sept 16. Exam Oct 7 at i 

Morris, George, by sane? Herefordshire, Baker. Worcester. Pet Aug 27. Ord 
Sept 16. Exam Sept 20 at 3 

M ig James Thackray, Idle, nr Bradford, Tevkshies, Stone Merchant. Brad- 
ord. Pet Bogs 5. Ord Sept 16. Exam Oct 14 at 1 





Pratt, Walter ward, Bishopsgate st Without, iE @ Merchant. Hixzh Court. 
Pet Se ape 16. Ord Sept 17. toon Oct 30 at 11 at 34, coln’s inn fields 
Riley, = oes Me Leeds, Greengrocer, Pet Sept 16. OrdSeptié. Exam 
ep a 


bertson, Alexander, Little Sutton, Estate Broker. -Birkenhead. Pet Aug 16. 
Ord £15. Exam Sept 24 
Shepherd, William Henry, Chiswell st, Finsbury sq. Oilman. High Court. Pet 
Septi3. Ord Sept 13. ye Oct 28 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Taylor, William Frederick, Old Brampton, nr Chesterfield, Derbyshire, Grocer. 
hesterfield. Pet +12. Ord Sept 16. Exam Oct 8 
Teese, Ferre ng Knighton, Farmer. Leominster. Pet Sept 17. Ord Sept 17. 
xam 
Tucker, Frederick James Albert, Seletel, Grocer. Pet Sept 6. Ord Sept 15. 
Exam Oct 10 at 12 at Guildhall, Bristo! 
Turner, James Anthony, Gresham rd, Brixton, out of business. High Court. 
Pet t17. Ord Sept17. Exam Oct 28 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Turner, James Brassey, Peeaaey Commission Agent. Exeter. Pet Sept 2. Ord 
Sept 16. Exam Oct 2at1 
Turnock, James, Walsall, Staffordshire, Licensed Victvaller. Walsall. Pet Sept 
16. Ord Sept 16. Exam Oct 6 at 12.30 
Pm ag Court. . Pet Sept 16. 


be paneer J New Basinghall st, Stationer. 
wape 36, Exam Oct 22 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 

Walsh cis Skinner, —o Lancashire, Draper. Blackburn. Pet Sept 

ord Sept 15. Exam Sept 30 


Notice oF DATE OF PuBLIC FXAMINATION. 


Walsh, James Bottomley, Pass Contractor. Liverpool, by transfer from 
Halifax. Exam Oct 2s 


First MEETINGS. 


Bapie®y, John Francis, and Henry Armitage Bamforth, West Melton. York- 
, Farmers. Sept 30 at 3. Law Society's Rooms, Hoole’s chbrs, Bank st, 
Sheffield 
4 tt, Rive, a, Highs st, Camden Town, Pawnbroker. Sept 30 at 1. 38, Carey 
8 
Bates, rit Entisdon. Warwickshire, Watch Finish Sept 27 at 11. Official 
Receiver, 46, Jordan Well, Coventry ; my ten ey 
Burnley, Charles, Leeds, Tanner. Sept 26 at 11. Official Receiver, St Andrew’s 
Chand Sc "Williams “Aothns Birmingham, Wh 
ndler, m ur, ngham, olesale Jeweller. Sept 30 at 11. 
on fficial Y mage nal Mas om .ghbrs Colmore pom, Birmingham ’ 
raven, Dan, Ossett, Yor' verloo! Sept 27 0. 
iver, Bank chbrs, Batley ws 4 eas ae sani 
Curzon, E. P. Roper, Kingston, Surrey, Gent. Sept 30 at 11. 28 and 29, St 


Forrest, William, Savile Tove, , 2. Dewdvary, late Innkeeper. Sept 27 at11. The 


Fownes, Edwin Kopetzk Man te, Job Master. Sept 30 at12. O: siver, 
109, Victoria st, Westminster’ ich ee 


Gotobed, William, Chigwell, Essex, Baker. Sept 26 at 12. County Court, 


Groves, John, York, Linen Draper. Sept 29 at 2. Official Receiver. York 
Harrill, Lig y 9 om Notwe 0, rd, nespeniendhe Coal Merchant, Sept "30 at 11. 


ne Care: a" 
“ieee Oldbn ae Worcestershire, Publican. Oct 6 at 10.30. Court House, 


His. t Jascoh, Bawin Shean Sheard, Thomas Hepworth, and George Oates, Thornhill. 
Manufacturers. ae = 26 at 3. Dewsbury County Court 
‘on: 


Kent, Th as od Willian, Chios ee ey urre 

ent, Thomas Henry, an: —_ t. 

Sept % at. 28 and 29, StSwithin'slane eo Surrey, Builders. 
» Robert Pearcey, 


Tocieste R kshire, P 
Receiver, Figtree lane, 8 se Tobacconist. Sept 29 at 8. Official 
Kirk, John, sketeld, Yorkshire, Ironmonger. Sept 26 at 2. Stafford Arms 


oa LM 
Arthur a See, eattey, 8 orthumberland, Grocers’ Outfitter. Sept 


brs, W te castle 
yet. Ji zon Dartmouth, Brewer. yr 7 ard, New Ne sok Doreen 
Marx, C., New Bond st, Jeweller. Oct 6atl1. Bankruptcy 
Lincoln’s inn 





Hotel, Dartmouth 
tey bldgs, Portugal st, 


Mepoures, Bax Edward, Huntingdon, Plumber. Sept 29 at 12.30. Fountain Hotel, 
ion ge, Ledhery. Herefordshire, Baker, Sept 30 at 11. Official Receiver, 
Phill ag The Polygon, Clarendon sq, Licensed Victualler. Sept 30 at 12. 


26 at 11, 





ee: Cae: te - e 


So 


wortekeEH EA R_ 








Pet 
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Riley, Thomas, Leeds, Greengrocer. Sept 30 at 11. Official Receiver, St Andrew’s 
ch rs, 22, Park ro row, Lee ds 

Taylor, William Frederick, ola tom ee nr Chesterfield, Grocer. Sept 26 at 2. 
Official cial Receiver, St James’s chbrs, 

Tucker, Frederick James Albert, Bristol, , EN Sept 26 at 2.30. Official Re- 
ceiver, Bank chbrs, Bristol 

Tome J awe ‘Walsall, Staffordshire, Brewer. Sept 29 at 3. Official Receiver, 

ge st, 

Walford. Sugeene David Ceely, Uppingham, Rutlandshire, Surgeon. Sept 27 at 
12. O Receiver, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 

The following amended Notice is substituted for those published in the London 

bo agg of hed 26th August and 2nd ber, 1884. 
Rubber Manufacturer. 


Reddaway, J eadle Hulme, Chi 
Sept 29 %t 3. oneinoial E Receiver, Ogden’ s chbrs, "pide st, Manchester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bell, William, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Aug 8. Ord 
Sept 17 
Clezg, Timoth thy, Manchester, Boot Dealer. Salford, Pet Aug 28. Ord Sept 16 
Ons _ ae ilmington, nr Dartford, Builder. TS td Pet Aug 30. Ord 


cooper, "William Shippery, Reeth, Yorkshire, Innkeeper. Northallerton. Pet 
uy 
Cranshaw, Jc John, and Edward Cranshaw, Bolton, Tailors. Bolton. Pet Sept 3. 
0: 
craven, Dan, Ossett, Yorkshire, Mill Overlooker. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 15. 


617 
Day; James, Nottingham, Boot Dealer. Nottingham. Pet July 17. Ord 


Sept 
Du ade "J ohn, Brecon, Draper. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet Sept2. Ord Sept 17 
Forrest, William, Sav Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Late Innkeeper. Dewsbury. Pet 
Sept 1 
ne } i Voc Nottingham, Carter. Nottingham. Pet Sept 17, Ord 
ept 17 
Hob er som, Penge lane, Kent, Builder. Croydon. Pet July 18. Ord 
pt 1 
Tigeezocs, pnate Bartley, Brighton, Tobacconist. Brighton. Pet Aug 25. 
Jelftes, Walter, New Basford, Fottingham, Mineral Water Manufacturer. 
ee Pet Aug 29. Ord Se: ay 
Pearcey, Ecclesfield, Yorkshire, Tobacconist. Sheffield. Pet 
xine 15. Ord Sept 15 
Mersin, © George, Ledbury, Herefordshire, Baker. Worcester. Pet Aug 27. Ord 
ept 16 
Pavsh, Charles, Wolverhampton, Butcher. Wolverhampton. Pet Sept 11. Ord 


ae ae Joseph, Trowbridge, Wiltshire, Gent. Bath. Pet Aug 29. 
rd Se 


my May rod Frederick, Birmingham, Brassfounder. Birmingham. Pet 

pt2. Ord 

Russell, William Newton, Dudley, Worcestershire, Woollen Draper. Dudley. 
Pet Aug 30. Pet Sept 

Sansome, Benjamin tot, Lancashire, Coffee Tavern Keeper. Preston. 
Pet Sept 2. Ord Sept 17 

Woon F. ae Windsor rd, Forest Gate, Essex. High Court. Pet July 11. 

Waitt, Andrew John, New Basinghall st, Stationer. High Court. Pet Sept 16. 


ERRA 
The notice of adjudication against Thomas Pl Plant, of Cheadle, Staffordshire, which 
appeared in the London Gazette of Sept 12, was inserted in error, no order of 
adjudication having been made 


TUESDAY, Sept. ann 1884, 


RECEIVING ORD’ 
Sqpicten, Sowand, Leicester, Seckaumn. ee Pet Sept 18. Ord Sept 18. 
m 3 at 10 

Atkins, John Matthias, Saetent, Wilts, Farmer. Salisbury. Pet Sept 17. Ord 
Sept 18. Exam Oct 10 at 

Baston, Henry, Bradford, Yorkshire, Lithographer. Bradford. Pet Sept 18. Ord 
Sept ig, Exam Oct 14 at 12 

Boston, Francis Armstrong, Hanley, Staffordshire, Bootmaker. Hanley, Burslem, 
and Tunstall. Pet Sept 19. Ord Sept 19. Exam Oct 10 at 2 at Townhall, Han- 


ley 
Carlin, Frederick, New Basford, Nottingham, Builder. Nottingham. Pet Sept 
16, Ord Sept 19. Exam Oct 21 
Currie, Walter Ovenstone, Burscough, Lancashire, Bank Manager. Liverpool. 
Pet Aug 21. Ord Sept 19. a, t 2 at 12.30 
Eeeeiem, Fn, Semnaghen ,» House Agent. Birmingham. Pet Sept 19. Ord 
xam 
Fox, be 5 ratield, Butcher. Sheffield. Pet Sept 19. Ord Sept 19. Exam 
a 
Furber, William, Cuckoo lane, Hanwell, Farmer. Brentford. Pet Sept 16. Ord 
aunt ig. Exam Oct 2 at 12 
son Fayle, Carisbrooke, ule ta! t, Late Bonk Manager. New- 
Opersand hy yde. PetSepti9. Ord Se Mt te 8 at 10 at Townhall, 
ewpo 
a areney Spend, Len aaaiiee, nate Clothier. Salford. Pet Sept 18. 
a 
Heath, ‘Albert Felix, King’s rd, Chelsea, Draper. High Court. Pet Sept 18. Ord 
tis. Exam Oct 30 at 11 at 34, a? ea fields 
ain William, Fred Hirst. Arthur Edward Hirst, and Jonas Hinchcliffe, Mel- 
tham, nr Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth Manufacturers. Huddersfield. Pot Sept 
19. oe t19. Exam Oct 24 at 10 


Hood, F: y Soarborough, Engineer. Scarborough. Pet Sept2. Ord Sept 
20. ~~ a Oct 3 21 at 12 
Hooper, Wi lem sjenry, Topsham, Devon, Saddler, Exeter. Pet Sept 19. Ord 


19. Exam Oct 8 
Hopkins, Wiliam, Gamberwell rd, Oilman. os Court. PetSeptis. Ord Sept 
Re we Oct 30 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fi 


pe... Arthur, North Walsham, Norfolk. Draper. Norwich. Pet Sept 8 Ord 
Sept 19. Exam Oct 14 at 12 at Shirehall, Norwi rwich Castle 
Kearton, Thomas, Tottenham court , Cheesemonger igh Court. Pet Sept 
19, Ord Sept 19. Exam Oct 30 at 11 at 34, Linco hin 
King, Charles B.. St Swithin’s lane, Engineer. High Court. Pet June 9, Ord 
pape 30 Exam Oct 30 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Mat ews, Sean, vroctwich, Butcher. Greenwich. Pet Sept 18. Ord Sept 
. Exam a’ 

Morris, John, and Co, Lombard st, Stockbrokers. h Court. Pet Aug 27. 
Ord Sept 19. Exam Nov 6 at 11 at 34, Vineoly's inn folie ne hag 
eet quae, Pentre, nr nr Pontypri da, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet Sept 19. Ord 
Oddy, Petrtax, Bradford, "Yorkshire Temple Maker. Bradford. Pet Sept 10. 

iliam Wal: > 
Ond wwe ——e- ee emo, Devon, Ironmonger. Exeter. Pet Sept 19 











le, John, Totnes, Devonshire, Smith. East Stonehouse. Pet Sept 20. Ord 


Exam Oct 3 
Rose, Jane, Wood ~ Court. Pet Aug 30. Ord Sept 18. Exam 
a “Enoch, Bath Yorkshire, Maker. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 18. 


18. 
Smith, Charles, be Beet Bristol. Pet Sept17. Ord Sept17. Exam 
Tost 10.8 18 at the G , and William Taylor, jun.. Sheffield, Comb Manufacturers. 
‘St 16. Ord Sept is. Exam Oct 16 at 11.30 
Derbyshire, Lace 


Sept 20. Ord 20. Oct 21 sa kes 
ne Grinstead, Sussex, Wheelwright. Brighton. Pet Sept 


BANKRUPTCY OF ESTATE OF DECEASED DEBTOR. 
Lewis, John, Rhyddelyn, Anghenty. Bangor. Ord Bept 13 19. Transfer July 31. 
Grant April 23 


Frest MEETINGS. 
Alexander, Jacob, Edgware rd, Fruiterer. Oct 2 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 
fA. BEY Edward, Leicester, Seedsman. Oct 2at12. Official Receiver, 28, Friar 
Atkins, John Matthias, Stapleford, Wiltshire, Farmer. Oct 2 at 1.15. Official Re- 
wet ow ord, Lithographer, Sept 30 at 8. Official Receiver, Ivegate 


Bae edie 

Bait James, Rock F erry, { Cheshire, Builder. Oct 1 at 2. Official Receiver, 48, 

, Semen, al Hen Taylor, Chip. , Chippenham, Wilts, Canal Traders. Oct 1 at 8. 
Official — 


Edwards, John, Bu Btaifondshire, Grocer, Oct 1 at 10.30. Official Receiver, 
Nelson pl, "Seale under Lyme 

Fang ooss guguatns, Wormsley, Oxfordshire, Gentleman. Oct 9 at 12. Cannon 

Farber, William, © + Hanwell, Farmer. Sept 30at 11.30. 28 and 29, St. 
within’s lane 

a Teo “ Uxeutt, Dediington grove, Renningten, Engineer. Oct 2 ati. 33, 

Hall, Robert é Francis, Nottingham, Carter. Oct 1ati2. Official Receiver, Ex- 


Hart, Romhen. Sunderland, Licensed Victualler. Sept 30 at 12.45. Official Re- 

ceiver, 21, Fawcett st, Sun 

Hinchliffe, Jonas (Separate Estate), Meltham, nr Huddersfield, Woollen Cloth 

near Fate Oct 3at3. Offi Receiver, New st, Huddersfield 

Hirst, Arthur Edw Edward ( Estate), Meltham, ur Huddersfield Woollen 

Hirst, Fred Separate Estate), Meltham, nr H 
facture. Gees 8 at 3. Oftical Receiver New st, a ere w 

a Separate Estate), Meltham, uddersfiel oollen Cloth 

fon ‘ Oct 3 at 3. Ofte Receiver. New st, Huddersfield 


Hirst, ward Hirst, and J Jonas Hinchliffe, Melt- 
ham, near Huddersfiel ies Clot Man 





bb 
fa 
abe 


Oct 3 at 3. Official 
Holloway, Cabinet Maker. Oct 2 at 11. Bank- 

teens: Saddler. Oct 3 at 12. Official Re- 
rd circus, Bx Gibson, Mididlesboro Yorkshire, Ale Mer- 


chants. Sept 30at1i. Official Receiver, 8 Albert rd, ddlesborough 
Morty, Robert, Gt Queen . in © elds, Licensed Victualler. Oct 2 at 





Cc Lincoln’ 
Myer gone , idle, near Bradiord, Stone Merchent, Sept 30 at 11. 
"Bradt fond chmbrs, Bradf: 
Od Bradford, Yorkshire, Temple Maker. Oct 1 at 11. Official Re- 
po hy ne Ivega' Bradford 





te chm’ 
Page Broth ors, Penton 7, Saale soenny Goal Sanchante. OctSatii, Bank- 
Pee re Waltee Teignmouth, Devon, Ironmonger. Oct 3 at 11. Official 
circus, Exeter 


~~ tH 13, Bedford 
Oct $3 at 11.30. 1, Saint Aldate st, Oxford 
Falcon 


Preston, John, Oxford, Tailor. 
Rheimberg. Nathan. ee Solomon Rheim! sq, Merchants. Sept 30 at 


Bankruptcy bl Lincoln's i 
. Migs, Porsugal st, Lénoain's 12 os ob 8. Olle] Receiver, 


Bank Foch Ba _"" 

—— William Henry Chiswell st, Finsbury sq, Oilman. Oct 3 atil. 33, 
Carey coln’s 

oom. < TGharles, Bristol, Boot Dealer. Octiat2,. Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, 


| 
7am, James, Bleddfa, Farmer. Sept 30 at 1. Severn Arms Hotel, Peny- 


m 

Turner, James Bressey, Torquay, Devon, Commission Agent. Sept 30 at 11. Offi- 
cial Receiver, 13, Bedford a pan bh Exeter 

Walsh, Francis ae, riage ot Manchester Draper. Oct 1 at2.30. Official 
Receiver, Ouden's 8 a 

Worsfold, a est Grinstead, Sussex, Wheelwright. Oct7 at 1.80. White 


Horse H: 
ICATIONS. 
Goreme, Lang Long Eaton, Darbyshire. Lace Manufacturer. Derby. Pet 
23. 618 
Baker, John, Redditch, Worcestershire, out of business. Dudley. Pet Aug 22. 
pat ey bw 


Barclay, George, Newcastle under Lyme, Dra; Hanley, Burslem, and Tun- 
stall. Pet ae ag Ord a 18 see 


Barry, Herbert, Cardiff er. Cardiff. Pet Sept 13. Ord Sept 18 
Bure, George, Bradford, Fee ee tase tenant. Bet 
Pp 


ie Hanley, Burslem, and Tunstall. Pet Sept 15. 
i Ord Sept 19 See ee 
yr Edward Cousin, South st, Thurloe sq. High Court, Pet May 2i. Ord 
hom, William Henry, Topsham, Devon, Saddler. Exeter. Pet Sept19. Ord 
Hopkins William, Camberwell rd, Oilman, High Court. Pet Sept 18 Ord 
Howorth, Joseph Buchan, Bury, Lancashire, out of business. Bolton. Pet Sept 
Sr eee High Court. Pet Sept 19. 
MeCsombe, Henry Jamies, Giadsione st, London foe eee Otek” High 
- os Eve , Aldermanbury Postern, Tailors. High Court. 
PE en, thuiacll, Paonben Sheffield. Pet Sept 8. Ord 


ree nn ee ee ee High Court. Pet Aug 
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‘otnes, Devon, Smith. East Stonehouse. 


792 
vate Walter, Teignmouth, Devon, Ironmonger. Exeter. Pet Sept 19. 
T 


omas John Littleton Strangways, High st. 


‘ord. recs’. ¢ Ord 
, Samuel William aes 
Ord 


Lest = 
tley, Yorkshire, Machine Maker. 


5 p 19 
ohn, Leicester, Tobacco Factor. Leicester. 


i Abdison terr, Notting Hill, no occupation. High | 


> Sept 20. Ord Sept 20 | } 
, Guildford, Plumber. |Current Tort 
| JURISDICTION i 
TO Disallow 


AXING 
OccasiONED 


CONTENTS. 


MastTER 


BY NEGLIGENCE OF SoLICITOR.... 


Dewsbury. Pet ne 18. 
Pet Aug 27. Ord 


sen, and William Taylor, jun, Sheffield, Comb Manuf: 


ten 


er. Bet Sept! 


+16. Ord 
Sept 19. 


. Eien, 8 Newport, Monmouthshire, Grocer. Newport (Mon.). Pet 


nr xitord, Dorsetshire, Horse Trainer. Dorches- 


| COVENANT TO PAY Taxes . 
Cases BEFORE THE VACATION 








¢ sttons. 


The Editor does not hold himself ‘responsible for the return of rejected communt= 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 


Anti- Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guaranteed Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 

The Facul mounce it ** the most nutritious, per- 
fectly ie beverage for B Luncheon, or 
Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children,” 

commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 

for years in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WRAKENED 
with , &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 


Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful 


vo & Breakfast Cup, costing less than a mny. 


Cocoatrma 4 La Vanitiz is the most delicate, digestible, | 
cheapest Manilla 


Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at 1s. 6d., 3s., 6s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 
Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
Hi. Scuwaurrzsz & Co.,10 Adam-st., Strand, Iondon, W. 


| AW.—Shorthand Clerk seeks Re- -engage- | 
ment; several years in the Law, and four years 
Secretary to a Member of Parliament. Good corres- 
; writes legal hand; guearied 3 age 26; 
references given ; modera’ te salary’ required. 
—Apply, J. H., care of "Alexander & Shepheard, 27, 
Chancery-lane. 








AMPDEN RESIDENTIAL | 
ENT—VISCOUNT HAMPDEN. 


PRESID: 
' All the advantages of a Home and Club. Subscrip- 
tion One P< quarter. Bedroom | 


a Year, or 6s. 


= per week, including use of all common rooms.— 


or prospectus apply to SECRETARY, 156, Ossulston- 
Euston-road, N.W. { 


street, 
ORTGAGES 





po ao yng — of 


to pene se fully £600 r annum ; 
security is sui ble for Promises. Sum of £1. 


on Four private Houses, whic 


ree Railway Stations, 
—_ 


on 


in a leading nonentare. —Address, in the | 


oe inst; H., care of Willing’s News- 
A atertomment < Offices, 125, Strand, W.C. 


KEEH“LD GROUND- RENTS 





—£44 per <7 from Steam Laundry at | 


SALE. 
Herweall reversion in 45 rice £960. £80 per 
annum from Crystal _ Atay . Dore 


py in 37 years; 
licensed commercial hotel, Halstead, 

Essex, reversion in 14 years; — £2,500. £20 per 
annum from well laid-out anc 
ba a gy at: Southend, reversion in 17 years ; 
Feice Fame a Lease shold, 13, Albion terrace, | 

tenn Southend: seven rooms, a Ge. ; 

fruit trees; 84 years’ lease ; £3 ground- 

— for berg me oly =e ig» only £350. — —Oeaes 
Sterndale-lodge, T London, S.W. 


O SOLICITORS and Others.—A 
over of £5,000 is 
ertiser, Ww: owns a number 

, and wishes to have erected a few 





Turn- 
sequins by the 


order tw finish the road. Six per Cent. would | 


Roel rovides the amount, he can 
ss letters to J. H. R., 


ag er 8, 154, ; Leadenhall- street, E.C. 


O BOLICITORS and (rhers. 
at Well-lighted Offices and Chambers to be 
Sppomite the X Torr Useste).—-hante to tis slane 
ew w Courts).—Ap to Messrs 

wa Co., Chartered y Po = Pony on the | 





—— 


att nn ROOMS 
Specially for and | 


be of fae 27, 7. LEICESTER 8Q ARE, MONDO. | 
ESSRS. PUTTICK & SIMPSON beg tc 
announce that the above rooms are daily for 

of all kinds of and Property, 





open 
&e. 

Mevers,F-8.fol sane that 

Seinen cay by kenge 

solicitors and others 


Gaal ate Wilh be arranged’? for sale ae nest oven 


’ wr bh for Sale by Auction. | 


“OLUB. | 


WANTED. —A Sum of 
£4,500 upon Nine potions well-positioned | 


for | 


ett-road, E., rever- | 
price £2,000. £120 per annum from | 


walled-in Nursery, | 


Houses in a} 


<= “Lofty | 


ww owledge | 
perience) and the extensive con- a gy 35, Grea) 
wy nd —_—— 


EDE AND SON, 


| ROBE ee MAKERS, 


| 
| BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majeet, peo Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
Judi ih Corporation of London &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars,Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peac 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY” & CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 


SOUTH WALES. 
| The Glyn Abbey Estate, an exceedingly desirable 
Freehold Residential Property, situate four miles 
to the north of Kidwell 
Western Main 








e, and midway between the | 


towns of Carmarthen and Lianelly, comprising a | 


substantial and well-arranged residence, placed in 
well-timbe: park-like 
the south-west winds, and commandin; 
Carmarthen Bay and the Gwendrae 


and productive kitchen 
cucumber pits, two large an 

newly-built and comm om coach-house and 
stabling premises in excellent order and repair, 
new and substantial set of home farm buildings, 
also five capital farms, also the Pump Quart 
Colliery, with valuable seams of fire-cla: 
and cval. The land to be sold with the residence 
contains 400 acres. At the same time will be offer ae 
the following valuable Farms adjoining, 

separate lot :—Kitter, Wauny-gwiel-Fach, Glyn. 
Fach, Liynpetris, Tyn-y-cwm, Bryn-y-barre, and 
Duffryn-Fac all ording favourable opportu- 
nities for Investment. 

ESSRS. DRIVER & CO. are instructed 
> to SELL by AUCTION, at the THOMAS’S 
ARMS, Leen 
| THREE o'clock, the above desirable FREEHOLD 
ESTATES, in Eight Lots. 

Parti: of 

4, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. ; and of Messrs. 
iterate. Surveyors, Land Agents, and Auction- 
eers, 4, White hall, London. 


By onier of the 8 of the late Captain N oe 
B. H. Vardon. 
ESSRS. INMAN SHABP & HAR. 
| RINGTON will SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, ee 8 ard, E.C., on THURSDA > A 
OCTOBER 9, at TWO o’clock e following Lease- 
hold GROUND-RENTS and STABLING :— 
| Lot 1.—Ground-rents secured on the resi- 
dence, No. 16, Ebury-street, and houses and 
shops, Nos. 4, 6, 8, 10, and 12, Lower Bel- 
| grave-street, amounting to per annum 
Lot 2.—Ground-rent secured on the resi- 
dence, No. 2, Chester-terrace, Eaton- 
| square,of . 
xt 3.—Ground-rent secured on’ the resi- 
dence, No. 26, Chester-terrace, Eaton- 
square, of 
ot 4.—Ground-rent secured on the resi- 
| depos, No. 16, South Eaton-place, of 
— 7 ene on 18, South Eaton- 
|p 


ae é -Ground-rent on 20, South Eaton- 
5 3 7. ° aah rent on 22, South Eaton- 
| place, of 
Lot 8.—Ground-rents on 2, South Eaton- 
} piace; of > 
| e above are mostly —! ia for long terms at be A 


| fy 4 9.—Capital and a. Leasehold Stabling 
% Gee om een’ s- <p — ——, cose 2 
ea x ae £5 
snd plans of Bawara 8 i bs. we: 


Particulars ond 
James-street, Bedf 
| at the Auction Mort; and of the hed -sow, W. 16, 
focharae lane, BC 


ens, vinery 








Gna EE. tate a gh Pabiie| | (FF iogs ee Ler, —. Rooms and 


or Private 


Bp (tw Piecapit1x) 1794, 


veniences, at 
t me 
| Grou ; tent 20, oF an be a Apply 





Station on the Great | 


ds, screening it from | 
views of 

Valley. | 
Attached are moderate-sized flower garden, ae | 
and | 
productive orchards, | 


, ironstone, | 


on THURSDAY, OCTOBER 9, at 


essrs. Tucker & Lake, Solicitors, | 


; humerous Lots), at the AITRE Hic 
| 1984, at. FOUR o'clock in 


- £130 0 0) 





MEMORY & SUCCESS, 


HAT contributes greatly to (eegtas! 


A good memory, - 
HAT always causes failure in we : 
A bad memory, 
HAT is indispensable to every Lady and Gentle- 
man, Student, Chemist, Physician, Merchant, 
Lawyer, Manufacturer, Farmer, &e. 3. 
ood pence: 


Ag 
W423 can “ta one obtain from PROFESSO 
ISETTE? A good memory—the Ph Pome 
eal Art of Never Forgetting—wholly unlike Mne- 
monics. Jy Sree oe mastered in one reading. 
Prospect giving we of Mr, 
RICHARD A. "p OCTOR: Dr. ANDREW WILSON, 
bay te and others who bave studied the system. 
Great inducements to Correspondence Classes 
* Never- ne and for cure of “‘ Mind-wander 
ing” in all parts of the world. cos vege Lessons—Day ~ 
- a iene Families of the 
obility an n Z 
Professor ISETTE, | Le 


ures in 


aut OXFORD-STREET 





LANCASHIRE. 


Investment in a Grazing Lands, Ground-~ 
rents, and ties.—Important to Trustees and 
Capitalists desirous of obtaining a perfectly secure 
employment for their fun very valuable | 
Freehold Estate, situate at Altham, immediately © 
adjacent to the’ important town of Acerini 
where there is a junction connecting all the main 
northern lines of railway. The property, which is | 
of itself an entire p co’ ts of an ancient 
manor, containing about 1, 450 acres, divided into ~ 
numerous capital grasing farms, the lands ; 
ing entirely of pasture, with a small portion of | 

woodland, together = = a 1s. smal — ee 
cottages, an d-ren’ e whole pi 
an annual sonal of a f upwards of £3,000. Beneath the 
surface are very valuable coal mines in full work 
and other minerals, the royalties from which 
duce a large adi tional — The advowson of 
the I living of Altham will form part of the sale. A 7 
ortion of the ie pe fi affords first-class buil E 
nteges, and is and for immediate development. © 

It is intersected by t' Pthe main road from Blackburn 

to Burnley, b; me Bi River Calder, and by the Leetis 

and Liverpool Canal. It is worthy of notice as 

evidencing the pe security of the investment ~ 
that throughout the past years of agricultural 

depression no reduction whatever 

to the tenants, and the rents have been paid with © 

perfect regularity, so that not only may the present 

rentals be as a strictly sound security, ~ 
but the ca; ity of the estate for further develop-~ 
ment will undoubtedly prove a source of handsome 
profit for present moneys inves 


ESSRS. WALTON & LBE will Offer the 
above for SALE wy UCTION (first as a” 
whole, and if not sold in t manner then in © 


2, 


Manchester, on TUESDA 
the pL 0 (unless 
acceptable offer by private treaty be pre 


). 
Tertioulers, plans, and conditions of sale are 
course 0; f preparation, and may shortly be ob 
of J py Fawcett. outs itor, Otley, 
R.T. R. W. Hallam, 1 Bo 


shire Messrs. McDiai 
Newman’s-court, don, 
Jacob & J.- Higson, 


Cornhill, ] 
Engineers. 
street, Mosley-street, Tang ee ; 
eers, at their Offices, 20, Mount-street, Grosvenor 
square, London, 


ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND 
that their sales by Auction 
Tite, Watches, ewellery, Precious 
and Pri 


yard, 








Chains, Jewe! 
are ay on Mondays, Wednesdays, Th 


pa. yo of Seticttcr Executors, 
and others is particularly called to.this ready 
Sete Sent 2 Peers rty of deceased and 


In co mence of the frequency of their 

Messrs. J, & D, are enabled to include jarge or 

quantities at short notice (if required). 
Sales ture 
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